: Ep
i Upgrade Length Percentage of RYs 5
(T i, i ) 2 4 5 3] ] 10 15 20 25
il Al l2( 1212121121212 12 1.2

¥ e=3 0.00-0.50 1.2 1 1.2 ] 1.2 1.2 1.2 121 1.2 ] 1.2 1.2
» [0.50 o i el =) 1.5 1.5 | i o e R B Tadis
0.00-0.25 1.2 1 1.2 1.2 1.2 152 1.2 1 1.2 1.2 152
»A3-4 (025050 25 25 20 | 20 201 20 15 ] 15 1.5
» Q.50 e R e o= ) e e e e et o e P o =
poo-025 | 25 (201 20 20 1 15 (1515 15 15
»4=5 12025050 [ 40 ) 30 [ 30| 30| 25 25 ] 20 20 20
» 0.50 45 | 35| 30| 30| 30| 25| 25| 20| 20
Qog-025 | 40 30 25| 25 25| 20| 20| 20 1.5
* 5 »025-050 [ 6O | 40| 40 | 35| 30| 30| 25| 25 | 20
» [0.50 60 ) 45| 40 | 40| 35| 30 ) 30| 25| 20

Table A8. Passenger-Car Equivalents for RVs on Upgrades (HCM Exhibit 23-10)

ET
Do ngrade Length Percentage of Trucks

(&) fmiJ 5 10 15 20
< & Al 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
4-5 L4 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
4-5 » z2.0 2.0 2.0 1.5
» 5-6 4 15 15 1.5 1.5
» 5-6 » 5.5 4.0 4.0 3.0
* G 4 15 1.5 1.5 1.5
* B ¥ 7.5 6.0 55 4.5

Table A9. Passenger-Car Equivalents for Trucks and Buses on
Downgrades (HCM Exhibit 23-11)

Appendix A: 2000 HCM Facility A-7
Methodology and Calculations



